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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

The Examiner has indicated that all claims would be allowable if the rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. §101 was overcome. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejections under 35 
U.S.C. §101 of the application are respectfully requested in view of the remarks and arguments 
herewith, which place the application into condition for allowance. The present response is 
being submitted to facilitate prosecution of the application. 



L STATUS OF THE CLAIMS AND FORMAL MATTERS 

Claims 1-3, 5-19, 21-30, 32-42, 44-58, 60-69, 71-82, 84-93, 95-102, 127-129, 
131-135, 137, 138 and 148-149 are currently pending. Claims 1, 16, 28, 40, 55, 67, 79, 91, 127- 
129, and 131-132 are independent. No claims have been amended. No new matter has been 
introduced. It is submitted that Applicant's claims, as originally presented, were in full 
compliance with the requirements 35 USC §101, §102, §103, and §112. 

II. REJECTIONS UNDER 35 U.S.C. §101 

All pending claims were rejected under 35 USC § 101 for allegedly being directed 
to non-statutory subject matter. The Office Action contends that since the claims recite means- 
plus-function language, the claims are unpatentable in view of the last paragraph on page 247, 
which states that the program may be downloaded over a network in addition to being sent via a 
computer-readable medium. 

First, Applicant respectfully submits that the Office is mistaken with regards to 
the last paragraph of page 247. The Office seems to suppose that the program referred to in the 
last paragraph of page 247 refers to the encrypted data in the claims. But in fact, the program 
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») referred to therein is for installing the system of the claims onto a computer system. Therefore, 
Applicant respectfully submits that the limitations of the present claims fall within the statutory 
classes under 35 U.S.C. §101. 

Second, Applicant respectfully submits that merely invoking the means-plus- 
function language of §1 12, sixth paragraph, does not render a claim unpatentable under 35 
U.S.C. §101. 

Third, Applicant respectfully submits that all pending claims are directed to 
patentable subject matter. The pending claims are directed to systems, apparatus, methods, and 
computer-readable storage medium, all of which are patentable subject matter under 35 U.S.C. 
§101 (seeM.P.E.P. §2100.01). 

Therefore, Applicant respectfully submits that independent claims 1,16, 28, 40, 
55, 67, 79, 91, 127-129, and 131-132 are directed to patentable subject matter under 35 U.S.C. 
§101. 

III. DEPENDENT CLAIMS 

The other claims in this application are each dependent from one of the 
independent claims discussed above and are therefore patentable for at least the same reasons. 
Since each dependent claim is also deemed to define an additional aspect of the invention, 
however, the individual reconsideration of the patentability of each on its own merits is 
respectfully requested. 
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CONCLUSION 



Applicant wishes to thank the Examiner for noting the allowable subject matter. 

Please charge any additional fees that may be needed, and credit any 
overpayment, to our Deposit Account No. 50-0320. 

In view of the foregoing remarks and arguments, it is believed that all of the 
claims in this application are patentable and Applicant respectfully requests early passage to 
issue of the present application. 



Respectfully submitted, 

FROMMER LAWRENCE & HAUG LLP 



Attorneys for Applicant 




Thomas F. Presson 
Reg. No. 41,442 
(212) 588-0800 
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